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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The following is a complete response to the amendment filed 7/1 1/2008. 

2. Claims 39-59 are currently pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

4. Claims 39-59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Berenstein et al. (US 64581 19) in view of Ritchart (US 4,994,069). Berenstein et al. 
disclose the invention substantially as claimed including a method of filling an aneurysm 
by placing a catheter into the aneurysm and injecting a vasoocclusive coil into the 
aneurysm. The coil consists of chain links as shown in fig. 6B which are the claimed 
elements and which are rotatable relative to each other. Also, a binding agent 602 
would cause the chain coil to exhibit less flexibility compared to if it were not present. 

However, Berenstein does not disclose the binding agent is a coating. Ritchart 
discloses a similar space-occupying device having a coating comprising a binding agent 
36. Ritchart teaches the binding agent is a rigid water soluble material (col 5, lines 62- 
68). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the device of Berenstein such that a majority of 
the device comprised a coating comprising the binding agent in order to cover a greater 
area of the device with a binding agent to keep the coil relatively straight during its 
expulsion from the lumen of the catheter. Furthermore, a dissolvable coating as taught 
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by Ritchart is advantageous since it allows the binding agent to dissolve once placed in 
the aneurysm due to its water solubility. 



Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 7/1 1/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

6. In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071 , 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, both references 
teach space-filling devices with different types of binding agents. Ritchart teaches it is 
advantageous to include a binding agent 36 in a coating that increases the rigidity of the 
device, or decreases the flexibility of the device. It would have been obvious to modify 
the space-filling device of Berenstein to include such a coating to spread the binding 
agent across a greater surface area of the device and increase the rigidity of the device 
to simplify the delivery process. 

7. In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., the binding agent allowing flexibility of the device while in the catheter and during 
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positioning at the target site, and then to rigidity the device once at the target site) are 
not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the 
specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re 
Van Geuns, 988 F. 2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KATHERINE M. DOWE whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-3201 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30am - 5pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jackie Ho can be reached on (571) 272-4696. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Kevin T. Truong/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3734 

Katherine Dowe 
October 26, 2008 

IK. M. D.I 



Examiner, Art Unit 3734 



